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liability the speaker should incur seems, as a matter of free-speech law, to 
be of secondary and derivative importance. For free-speech law should be 
equipped to deal with examples where the speaker is not criminally or 
civilly sanctioned or is anonymous, dead, or foreign and thus beyond the 
jurisdiction of our criminal and civil laws. 
 
 
Preferred Citation: Larry Alexander, Free Speech and Speaker’s 
Intent: A Reply to Kendrick, 115 COLUM. L. REV. SIDEBAR 1 (2015), 
http://www.columbialawreview.org/Free-speech_Alexander. 
